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Commissioner for Patents 

Dear Sir: 

The Examiner's Answer contains inconsistencies with the non- final rejection of 8-22-08 which are listed below. 

The non- final rejection was reworked to consolidate the rejection of claim 24 over Hines et al. and to make the office action clearer in 

other instances. 

The rejection of claims 1, 3-8, 10, 12-18, 20, 22-23 ....as being unpatentable over Hinds and fiulher in view of Baileys Industrial Oil 
and Fat Product", 

"Baileys Industrial Oil and Fat Product" was not considered to add anything to the rejection, and was dropped from all the rejections. 
The rejection containing claim 24, only, found on page 9 of the non- final rejection of 8-22-08 was dropped i. e. "Claim 24 is 
rejected under. . . as being unpatentable over Hinds et al. as applied to the above claims, and fiulher in view of Liu el al. (6,982,101), 
and claim 24 was addressed in the EX. Answer, (foimd on pages 10 and 1 1), in rejections "Claims 9, 11,19 and 24 are rejected 
under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lui in view of Hinds et al. (UNHYDROGENATED PALM OIL as a Stabilizer for 
Peanut Butter) and Harris et al. (2,560,509) as applied to claims 1, 10, 12-18, 20, 22-23, and fiirther in view of Krisinski et al. 
(4,143,176), and 

"Claims9, 11,19 and24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hinds et al. (UNHYDROGENATED PALM 
OIL as a Stabihzer for Peanut Butter) as applied to claims 1, 3-8, 10, 12-18, 20, 22-23 and fiirther in view of Krisinski et al. 

(4,143,176)." 

Also, in this rejection, Harris et al. was dropped as never being in the rejection of Hinds et al. in view of Bailey's Industrial Oil and 
Fat Products, on page 6 of the non-final rejection. 

In the rejection found on page 10 of the EX A. , "Liu in view of" was inserted before "Hinds et al." so as to be consistent with the 
first rejection found on page 2 of the non-final office action of 8-22-08, i. e. "Claims 9, 11,19 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Lui in view of Hinds et al. (UNHYDROGENATED PALM OIL as a Stabilizer for Peanut Butter) 
and Harris et al. (2,560,509) as applied to claims 1, 10, 12-18, 20, 22-23, and further in view of Krisinski et al. (4,143,176). 
No new ground of rejection is seen since the basic thrust of the rejection remains the same, and reliance upon fewer reference does 
not constitute a new ground of rejection. MPEP 1207.03, part III. 
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